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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

((e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 6-8, 14-16 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent Application No. 2001/0032254 to Hawkins. 

a. As per claims 1 and 14, Hawkins teaches a method and apparatus for Internet access. 
Furthermore, Hawkins teaches a method of communicating between a client and a server, the 
method comprising: if communication is from the client to the server, receiving compressed data 
at a proxy; decompressing the received compressed data; and communicating the uncompressed 
data to a specified server (See page 5, paragraph [0085], the proxy serve r decompresses 
information from the wireless network side for use on the Internet side of the proxy server); if 
communication is from the server to the client, receiving uncompressed data at the proxy; 
compressing the received uncompressed data; and communicating the compressed data to the 
client (See page 5, paragraph [0085], the proxy server converts internet protocols and content 
into a form that can be used by the wireless network and the wireless communication device). 
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b. As per claims 6 and 15, Hawkins teaches wherein the client is a wireless device (See 
page 5, paragraph [0085]). 

c. As per claim 7, Hawkins teaches wherein the wireless device is a cell phone (See page 1 , 
paragraph [0008]). 

d. As per claims 8 and 16, Hawkins teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Hawkins teaches wherein the proxy removes any proxy-specific information from 
headers in the compressed data (See page 46, paragraph [0520]). 

e. As per claim 20, Hawkins teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Hawkins teaches wherein the server services both non-compressed and compressed 
requests (See 6, paragraph [0093]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 2-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2001/0032254 to Hawkins in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 
2002/0091738 to Rohr Baugh et al. 

a. As per claim 2, Hawkins et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Hawkins et al fails to teach wherein the data is an extensible markup language (XML) 
document. 

Rohrabaugh et al teaches a resolution independent vector display of internet content. 
Furthermore, Rohrabaugh et al teaches wherein the data is an extensible markup language 
(XML) (See page 5, paragraph [0058]) 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the data is an extensible markup language (XML) as taught by 
Rohrabaugh et al in the claimed invention of Hawkins et al in order to support resolution 
independent vector display of Internet content (See page 1, paragraph [0009]). 

b. As per claim 3, Hawkins teaches the claimed invention as described above. However, 
Hawkins fails to teach examining headers of the XML document. 

Rohrabaugh et al teaches examining headers of the XML document (See page 9, 
paragraph [0079]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate examining headers of the XML document as taught by Rohrabaugh et al 
in the claimed invention of Hawkins in order to separate the content into object based on logical 
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groupings of content portion (See page 9, paragraph [0079]). 

5. Claims 4-5, 9, 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US. 
Patent Application No. 2001/0032254 to Hawkins in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 
2005/0004875 to Kontio et al. 

a. As per claim 4, Hawkins teaches the claimed invention as described above. However, 
Hawkins fails to teach wherein the proxy dynamically generates code space of uncompressed 
server responses. 

Kontio et al teaches wherein the proxy dynamically generates code space of 
uncompressed server responses (See page 23, paragraph [0196]) 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the proxy dynamically generated code space of uncompressed 
server responses as taught by Kontio et al in the claimed invention of Hawkins in order to reduce 
the transmission size of XML documents and allow more effective use of XML data on 
narrowband communication channels (See page 23, paragraph [0196]). 

b. As per claim 5, Hawkins teaches the claimed invention as described above. However, 
Hawkins fails to teach wherein the proxy obtains code space of a request from the client. 

Kontio teaches wherein the proxy obtains code space of a request from the client (See 
page 23, paragraph 0196]). 
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It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the intention 
was made to incorporate the proxy obtains code space of a request from the client as taught by 
Kontio in the claimed invention of Hawkins in order to reduce the transmission size of XML 
documents and allow more effective use of XML data on narrowband communication channels 
(See page 23, paragraph [0196]). 

c. As per claims 9 and 17, Hawkins teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Hawkins fails to teach wherein the proxy dynamically generates new code space if 
code space does not exist to compress communication from the server to the client. 

Kontio teaches wherein the proxy dynamically generates new code space if code space 
does not exist to compress communication from the server to the client (See page 23, paragraph 
[0196]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the proxy dynamically generates new code space if code space 
does not exist to compress communication from the server to the client in order to reduce the 
transmission size of XML documents and allow more effective use of XML data on narrowband 
communication channels (See page 23, paragraph [0196]). 

d. As per claim 18, Hawkins teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Hawkins fails to teach wherein the compressed request from the client includes 
headers having an address of an intended server. However, Hawkins fails to teach wherein the 
request includes a code space. 



Application/Control Number: 10/074,650 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2141 

Kontio teaches wherein the request includes a code space (See page 23, paragraph 
[0196]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the request includes a code space as taught by Kontio in the 
claimed invention of Hawkins in order to reduce the transmission size of XML documents and 
allow more effective use of XML data on narrowband communication channels (See page 23, 
paragraph [0196]). 

6. Claims 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2001/0032254 to Hawkins in view of U.S. Patent Application No.2003/0023628 
to Girardot et al. 

a. As per claim 10, Hawkins teaches a compression proxy process comprising: receiving a 
compressed request from a client, the compressed request including an XML document; when 
the proxy has the correct code space, decompressing the XML document; communicating the 
decompressed XML document to a specified server; communicating a server response from the 
specified server; if code space is not available to compress the reply, dynamically generating a 
new code space; if code space is available to compress the reply or after the new code space is 
generated, compressing the reply; and communicating the compressed reply including a code 
space version or identification header to the client. However, Hawkins fails to teach determining 
if code space corresponding to the XML document is available and determining if code space is 
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available to compress the reply, if code space is not available to compress the reply, dynamically 
generating a new code space. 

Girardot et al teaches an efficient RPC mechanism using XML. Furthermore, Girardot 
teaches determining if code space corresponding to the XML document is available and 
determining if code space is available to compress the reply, if code space is not available to 
compress the reply, dynamically generating a new code space (See page 8, paragraph [0109]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate determining if code space corresponding to the XML document is 
available and determining if code space is available to compress the reply, if code space is not 
available to compress the reply, dynamically generating a new code space as taught by Girardot 
et al in the claimed invention of Hawkins in order to compress character data and defines a 
strategy to build code space that allow for XML-RPC to be performed with a reduction in 
bandwidth utilization (See page 2, paragraph [001 1]). 

b. As per claim 1 1, Hawkins in view of Girardot teaches the claimed invention as described 
above. Furthermore, Hawkins fails to teach wherein the XML document includes headers, the 
headers including information on an intended server uniform resource locator (URL) (See page 
39, paragraph [0405]). 

c. As per claim 12, Hawkins in view of Girardot teaches the claimed invention as described 
above. However, Hawkins fails to teach wherein if the code space is not available, the server 
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responds to the client with a request for the code space and the client replies with the requested 
data. 

Girardot teaches wherein if the code space is not available, the server responds to the 
client with a request for the code space and the client replies with the requested data (See page 8, 
paragraph [0109]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein if the code space is not available, the server responds to the 
client with a request for the code space and the client replies with the requested data as taught by 
Girardot in the claimed invention of Hawkins in order to compress character data and defines a 
strategy to build code space that allow for XML-RPC to be performed with a reduction in 
bandwidth utilization (See page 2, paragraph [001 1]). 

d. As per claim 13, Hawkins in view of Girardot teaches the claimed invention as described 
above. Furthermore, Hawkins teaches stripping proxy-specific header information from the 
XML document received from the client (See page 46, paragraph [0520]). 

7. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2001/0032254 to Hawkins in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 
2002/0156872 to Brown. 

19. As per claim 19, Hawkins teaches the claimed invention as described above. However, 
Hawkins fails to teach wherein the server is a Simple Object Access Protocol (SOAP) server. 
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Brown teaches a SOAP server (See page 9, paragraph [0265]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the server is a SOAP server as taught by Brown in the claimed 
invention of Hawkins in order to process HTML/XML Soap data packets (See page 9, paragraph 
[0265]). 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 5,956490 to Buchholz et al teaches a method, client device, server and 
computer readable medium for specifying and negotiating compression of uniform resource 
identifier. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,247048 to Greer et al teaches a method and apparatus for transcoding 
characters sets between Internet host and thin client devices over data networks. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Djenane M Bayard whose telephone number is (571) 272-3878. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 5:30 AM- 3:00 PM.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 10/074,650 



Page 1 1 



Art Unit: 2141 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Djenane Bayard 




